Unfinished "verbization" - development of predicative constructions with
a feminine adjective in the 17th and 18th centuries in the light of corpus data

The presentation is devoted to syntactic constructions containing adjectives in the form of feminine
nominative singular, which appeared in Polish texts over the 16th-19th centuries, such as: stuszna to
uczynic ‘it is right to do this’. Of these adjective forms, only two (mozna ‘it is possible’ and niepodobna
‘it is impossible’) have changed their status, becoming verbs which conjugate analytically
(predicatives). In other cases, the full process of "verbization" of adjective forms has not taken place.
However, it is possible to trace back how it proceeded - and this is the purpose of the conducted
analysis.

The research material was taken from the Electronic Corpus of 17th- and 18th-century Polish Texts,
containing sources from the period in which the discussed constructions were most widespread. By
means of the corpus search engine the sentences which contain the feminine adjective (alone or in
combination with the noun rzecz ‘thing’) performing a predicative function have been selected. In
total, the tested sample comprised 167 adjective lexemes in nearly 6.5 thousand quotations. These
sentences were then subjected to additional marking in Excel, which, as well as the exact dating of
each use, provide certain statistics related to the development of the constructions in question in the
17th and 18th centuries.

The survey aims to answer the following questions:
1. Which adjectives most often appeared in predicative use?

2. How has the number of such constructions changed over two centuries? Is their popularity rising/
falling?

3. Is it possible to notice such changes in the structure of the sentence in the discussed period that
could serve as evidence of the process of "verbization" of adjective forms: an ellipse of the noun rzecz,
an ellipse of the pronoun to ‘it’, an ellipse of the auxiliary verb by¢ ‘to be’ in the present tense, the
change of the auxiliary verb form from feminine to neuter in the past tense and in the conditional,
disappearance of gradation? All these features characterize contemporary sentences with adjective
predicatives, so it should be assumed that the process that led to the transformation of adjective forms
mozna and niepodobna could have been similar in the case of other adjectives.

Significant differences between the studied adjective forms can be expected, both in terms of their
frequency in predicative constructions and their gaining the characteristics of verbs. Forms mozna and
niepodobna will probably be most represented, and the process leading to their full "verbization" will
be the furthest.

Due to the lack of large corpora covering the period before the 17th and after the 18th centuries, it is
not possible to examine in the manner described above the whole period, in which predicative
constructions with a feminine adjective appeared. However, certain trends in the development of
these constructions, which will be shown in this study, will be verified using the data collected in the
dictionaries of the 16th and 19th centuries.
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